Letter From the Guest Editor
When I am teaching about death certification, whether in a high school forensic science classroom or in a grand rounds for my clinical colleagues, it seems easy-almost reflexive-to define terms like cause of death and manner of death. The former is whatever diseases or injuries caused the death; the latter, the certifier's opinion as to the circumstances of death. Cause of death is usually (not always) determined in the autopsy room, and manner of death is usually (not always) determined by information coming from outside the autopsy room. Cause of death should be hard, if for no other reason than the list of possibilities is almost infinite. Manner of death should be simple: after all, it's literally a one question multiple choice test-with only a handful of options-on a U.S. death certificate. And yet few other tasks facing medical examiners turn out to be as challenging as determining and defending a manner of death opinion-to our fellow physicians, to families, and to the public. Even within our own ranks, few topics engender such deep and ongoing disagreements as what manner of death terms even mean, what level of certainty they convey, and in what contexts they should be used.
As was so adroitly explained in the pages of this very journal less than one year ago, some 100 years ago the formalization and standardization of manner of death in America became fundamental to public health surveillance and collection of vital statistics (1). Since that time, many other uses of manner of death have arisen, impacting religious, societal, cultural, financial, and legal aspects of modern life. All too oftencertainly in high-profile cases-media outlets headline the medical examiner's "ruling" on the manner of death as though it were a royal decree capable of answering all questions pertaining to guilt, innocence, or culpability, rather than the thoughtful consideration of all available data to reach a logical and defensible (though never fully ossified) opinion as to how the death should be classified. Indeed, this very model of Andrew M. Baker MD Guest Editor using historical and contextual information to make appropriate diagnoses and conclusions is the cornerstone of all of medicine-forensic pathology included-and not the "cognitive bias" with which we are sometimes indicted.
I could not be more honored to be the guest editor for this edition of Academic Forensic Pathology, in which every invited paper and review, as well as several original papers, touches on some facet of manner of death. I hope you not only learn things from these fine articles, but-like me-are even a bit amazed by them. The Journal reaches back some 20 years to the 1995 "Mind your Manners" questionnaire (2) to see what has (and has not) changed in the medical examiner community. The manners of death that may arise in deaths in custody are explored. Colleagues from around the world give us overviews of death inves-tigation and certification in their respective countries, where manner of death-if determined at all-is not the province of forensic pathologists. Even the medical and legal approaches to terminal conditions, and some specific deaths and the certifications that result from them, are changing and warrant our attention.
I trust the readers of AFP will enjoy, benefit from, and perhaps even be surprised by, the collection of papers assembled here. Many thanks to the Editor-in-Chief for giving me this guest editorial opportunity. Hooray for the amazing staff at AFP for producing such a wonderful product-not just this edition, but every time. And kudos to the numerous authors, all of whom undoubtedly have more than enough to do in their workdays but still made the time to craft such elegant papers when asked. 
